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DETAILED ACTION 

The Amendment received October 3, 2005 has been fully considered; and this Office 
action is in response thereto. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-7 and 16-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fenton et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,343,264, hereinafter referred to as "Fenton") in view^ of Krinsky 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,354,212). 

3 . Regarding claim 1 , Fenton discloses a method of applying a decorative element to a 
window covering (window and wall coverings, colunm 2, lines 38-40), the method comprising 
the steps of: providing decorative element data (color, column 2, lines 28-50); applying the 
decorative element according to the decorative element data to the window covering in a retail 
store (customer shopping, column 1, lines 65-66). 

However, Fenton does not teach the step of physically applying the decorative element to 
the window covering. 

Krinsky teaches the step of physically applying the decorative element to the window 
covering (see col. 1, lines 58-60). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use a printer for physically printing a decorative design pattern as taught by Krinsky in the 
Fenton system because this would provide an improved system for effectively and quickly 
producing selected decorative wall paper specified by a customer from a display within a short 
period of time (see Krinsky, col. 1, lines 37-40). By this rationale, claim 1 is rejected. 

4. Re claim 2, Fenton further teaches that the decorative element is one of a color, image, 
pattern, and texture (color, column 2, lines 28-50). 

5. Re claim 3; Fenton further teaches the step of providing decorative element data 
including selecting the decorative element from a database (product information database allows 
user selection, column 6, lines 6-17). 

6. Re claim 4, Fenton further teaches the step of providing decorative element data 
including scanning a sample provided by a customer (scanner, column 4, lines 65-67). 

7. Re claim 5, Fenton further teaches the step of providing decorative element data 
including reading an electronic file provided by the user (computer hard drive, column 4, lines 
10-11). 

8. Re claim 6, Fenton further teaches the step of displaying the decorative element including 
applying to the window covering on a monitor (a large graphic display monitor 16, column 4, 
lines 4-5). 

9. Re claim 7, Krinsky further teaches the step of physically applying the decorative 
element including printing the decorative element onto a portion of the window covering to the 
window covering (see col. 1, lines 58-60). 
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10. Re claim 16, Fenton teaches a system 30 for applying a decorative element to a window 
covering in a retail location, the system comprising: a computer device 32 configured to store 
and recall a decorative element data (Fenton computer 32 having graphics programs configured 
to store and recall a decorative element; see col. 2, lines 38-40; col. 2, line 64 to col. 3, line 1 ; 
col. 4, lines 8-18; and col. 7, lines 60-66). Krinsky teaches the use of a printer, e.g., an ink-jet 
printer, coupled to a computer and configured to print a selected decorative element onto 
window covering (see col. 4, lines 45-50). Claim 16 is therefore rejected. 

11. Re claim 1 7, Fenton fiirther teaches the use of a scanner 36 configured to 
spectrophotometrically measure a color sample (see col. 7, lines 66-67; and col. 8, Hnes 36-54). 

12. Re claim 1 8, Fenton teaches a system 30 for applying a decorative element to a window 
covering in a retail location, the system comprising: a computer device 32 (see col. 7, lines 60- 
66); window covering data to display images of the selected decorative element applied to the 
window covering; means for user selection of a window covering sample; and a program for 
mapping the selected decorative element onto appropriate portions of an image of the selected 
window covering sample for providing a visual image of the selected decorative element on the 
selected window covering sample to the user (e.g., the computer color family palettes are used as 
a means for a customer to select a color, which is then superimposed by a computer graphics 
program, such as PhotoShop, on a window covering sample presented on the computer screen for 
the customer to see (see col. 4, lines 13-18; col. 5, lines 47-55; col. 6, lines 6-17, lines 49-50 and 
lines 66-67; col. 7, Hne 60 to col. 8, line 35). Krinsky teaches the use of a printer coupled to a 
computer and configured to print a selected decorative element onto window covering (see col. 
4, lines 45-50). 
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Claim 18 is therefore rejected. 

13. Re claim 19, Krinsky further teaches that the computer is coupled to a network or an 
Intemet server so that decorative element data from a remote location is searchable or recallable; 
see col. 4, lines 11-27. 

14. Re claims 20-27, Fenton and Krinsky teach generally all the claim limitations discussed 
above. Fenton further teaches a rendering program (a graphics software such as PhotoShop) for 
rendering decorative elements chosen by the user (see col. 4, lines 13-18). Krinsky further 
teaches the use of a printer, such as the ink-jet printer, which includes a magazine, which is an 
inherent element "paper feeder trays", for feeding a paper substrate; and a curing apparatus, 
which is an inherent "air blower", for curing the selected decorative element printed (they are 
inherent elements available in the ink-jet printer) (see col 4, lines 46-50). Claims 20-27 are 
therefore rejected based on the same reasons set forth in claims 16-19, and by the reasons noted 
above. 

15. Claims 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ringland et 
al (US Patent 6,122,391, hereinafter referred to as "Ringland") in view of Krinsky (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,354,212). 

16. Re claim 8, Ringland et al. discloses a method for applying a decorative element to a 
window covering, the method comprising the steps of: providing a searchable data compilation 
of decorative elements on a storage device (database on CD-ROM, column 12, lines 55-56); 
displaying available decorative elements to a customer (GUI module, column 15, lines 
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45-46); obtaining a selection from the user (Graphical User Interface, column 15, lines 35-36), 
the selection comprising at least one of the decorative elements contained in the data 
compilation (steps 408/410 shown in figure 4); displaying images of the selected decorative 
element applied to the window covering (display color on monitor, column 6, lines 6-7); 
applying the selected decorative element to the window covering (customer chooses 
panel and confirms selection matching panel to fabric samples, colunm 7, lines 48-51). 
However, Ringland does not teach the step of: physically applying the decorative element to the 
window covering. 

Krinsky teaches the step of physically applying the decorative element to the window covering 
(see col. 1, lines 58-60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to use a printer for physically printing a decorative design pattern as taught by Krinsky in the 
Ringland system because this would provide an improved system for effectively and quickly 
producing selected decorative wall paper specified by a customer from a display within a short 
period of time (see Krinsky, col. 1, lines 37-40). By this rationale, claim 8 is rejected. 
17. Re claims 9-15, Ringland fiirther teaches that the selected decorative element is one of 
color, an image, a pattern, a texture (pattern, column 20, lines 58-60) (claim 9); wherein the 
selected decorative element is applied to the window covering in a retail store customer chooses 
panel and confirms selection matching panel to fabric samples (see col. 7, lines 48-51, this 
implies location in a retail store is inherent) (claim 10); the step of scanning a sample (scanner, 
column 6, lines 49-51) (claim 1 1); the step of accessing a file containing the searchable data 
compilation image file on CD-ROM, column 7, lines 62-64) (claim 12); step of storing the 
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searchable data compilation on a removable storage medium (database on CD-ROM, column 12, 
lines 55-56) (claim 13); wherein the removable storage medium is a CD-ROM (column 14, lines 
12-16) (claim 14); and wherein the step of displaying images includes rendering at least one 
decorative material onto a computer model of the window covering (render/visuaUzation module 
340 in Fig. 3, rendering engine providing selected materials in a room image, column 18, lines 
36-39, system can provide image of typical room , column 18, lines 14-16, this corresponds to 
the claimed computer model, render 810 shown in figure 8) (claim 15). Claims 9-15 are 
therefore rejected on the same reasons set forth for claim 8, and by the reasons noted above. 

Response to Arguments 

18. Applicants' amendments to the Specification and the drawings have overcome the 
objection to the drawings and rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as recited in the 
prior Office action. 

19. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-27 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Henry N. Tran whose telephone number is 571-272-7760. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick N. Edouard can be reached on 571-272-7603. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for impublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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